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chivalry ? Nothing but the brutality of the contest would 
be apparent to-day. Suppose one could witness without 
a hazard the incidents of a great battle, free of the noise, 
excitement or personal interest in the issue — merely 
looking on and witnessing the carnage. The horror and 
brutality would only be equalled by the sense of folly 
and absurdity. 

Suppose we could put in action the effort of one of 
our great steel-clad battleships trying to escape from the 
Holland submarine boat and trying to avoid the mashing 
of Maxim's latest explosive, presently witnessing the 
great, costly, cumbersome mass of engines and machinery 
utterly disabled, incapable of flight, incapable of steerage, 
begging for help to carry off the crew before the vessel 
should sink. What are we doing to-day ? Paying out 
two to five millions of dollars each for a job lot of cruis- 
ers and battleships at the expense of the tax-payers with 
one hand, and with the other hiring Holland and Maxim 
to invent apparatus for their destruction, with another 
heavy expense at the cost of the tax-payers. But the 
end of this folly, brutality and absurdity is not far off. 

Already, great masters of the art of war are again 
being compelled to admit their inability to cope with 
modern invention. It has become plain that the huge 
armies of Continental Europe have become incapable of 
service ; that they will be nothing but great mobs fit only 
for carnage under rapid-firing guns, high explosives and 
sharpshooters armed with search-light rifles. It is 
already proposed to reduce the numbers of the forces 
and to employ only the sharpshooters. In other words, 
to employ only good mechanics who can skilfully direct 
the modern mechanism of war. That is one great step 
toward peace. What will be the next conviction of the 
military leaders and masters of the art of war? 

When it becomes apparent that officers only commit 
suicide when attempting to give direction to the sharp- 
shooting privates, the military classes, may, and would 
if they possessed common sense, next propose to dispense 
with the sharp-shooting privates. What would be the 
next step ? For the officers to fight it out among them- 
selves with swords and pistols ? Not a bit of it. The 
art of war is now taught by moving puppets on a board. 
I have never seen the German game called " Kriegspiel," 
which has been adopted in this country. It has been 
described to me. Puppets representing great organized 
forces of armed men are placed in different positions 
under the direction of an officer on each side, each to see 
which can get the better of the other. A certain force 
of puppets is arrayed and sent in to the attack of a 
defended position. The exact time required for a charge 
is known. The exact number that will be killed and 
wounded under ordinary conditions is known. The 
number that will reach the defended position is esti- 
mated, and then one point in the game is admitted to be 
won or lost. Human lives do not count in this game. 
But they do count in real war, and when it becomes plain 
that only skilled mechanics trained as sharpshooters can 
be of any destructive service ; when it becomes plain to 
the officers that in dealing with them in ratio to the 
number of each, three officers will be killed to one 
private, or more, the game of actual war will not be 
attractive. The brutes in whom the brutal instinct 
survives would be incapable of continuing that skilled 
game of war. Men in whom reason has attained 



supremacy would witness the utter absurdity and the 
folly of committing suicide. " Why not, then," the leading 
general says under a flag of truce to the other, — " why 
not put our sharpshooters in camp and fight this out on the 
Kreigspiel board with puppets? We will save our own 
lives, get our pay just the same, hold our supreme posi- 
tion and the one who wins will be admitted to be the 
victor without sacrificing a life on either side." That 
would be the logical ending of the application of science 
and invention to modern warfare, and that will be the 
end as soon as the function of reason becomes more 
powerful than the brute instinct in the military classes 
whose influence is now so baneful. 



The Golden Rule in International 
Affairs.* 

BY BENJAMIN F. TEUEBLOOD. 

The Golden Rule has been on the lips of the Christian 
world for nearly nineteen hundred years. It ought long 
ago to have become the controlling principle in all civil- 
ized social affairs, private, national and international. 
It contains in a condensed form the whole applied moral 
philosophy of life. But, strange to say, even its meaning 
has never been understood, except by a few people, and 
those mostly among the obscure. The admiration and 
praise of it uttered from pulpits and platforms, found in 
books, and sometimes heard in conversation, has been 
largely of a poetic, sentimental and esthetic character, 
like that bestowed upon a precious stone, an exquisite 
statue, or a rare specimen in a show case. " All things 
whatsoever ye would that men should do unto you, do 
ye even so to them." In Greek, in English or in any 
other tongue, it is a sentence whose thought is so precise 
and complete, whose movement is so rhythmical, whose 
appeal to the moral instincts is so direct, that one can 
scarcely hear it uttered without feeling the rising in his 
eye of an esthetic tear. Thus is probably to be explained 
the fact that this great life principle, though so uni- 
versally neglected and disobeyed, has been just as univer- 
sally lauded. 

The solemn and wonderful majesty of the Golden 
Rule, and likewise its everlasting verity and vitality, can 
be appreciated only when one looks carefully into the 
three elements which lie behind it and determine its for- 
mulation. 

The first of these elements is the sense and under- 
standing of justice which it assumes to exist in all men. 
One of the clearest things among human phenomena is 
the fact that men, not much matter how undeveloped, 
ignorant, or even wicked they may be, have a very clear 
knowledge of what is justice toward themselves. This 
sense manifests itself more often, perhaps, when injustice 
is done them. ' The Indian, for example, may be a wild, 
ignorant, violent son of the forest, but, standing face to 
face with the knowing white man, he comprehends very 
well how the latter ought to feel and act toward him. 

Now the Golden Rule requires a man, with this clear 
sense of what ought to be done to himself, to set himself 
over into the place of the other man, and then do to the 
other man what he would have the other man do to him 
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if their personalities and places were changed. The 
meaning is not, Do to others as you would have them do 
to you in your present position. Jesus Christ never 
uttered anything so meaningless. The suppressed " If 
you were the other man" gives the maxim its fine 
uniqueness and supreme moral significance. 

The second element in the rule is its assumption that 
all men feel and know that others ought to love them 
and fulfill toward them all the behests of love. As I 
said was true in the matter of justice, it is just as univer- 
sal a fact in human phenomena that all men desire others 
to appreciate and be kind to them, or, in other words, to 
love them; and though they are often ignorant of what 
real love ought to do, they are quick, as a rule, to realize 
it when it comes from a spirit of transparent good-will. 
The deeds of ill-will they never require much time to 
fathom. The Golden Rule thus, with its perfect ethical 
insight, sets a man in other men's places and exhorts him 
to love them as he would be loved if he were they. 

The third element is still more characteristic. It 
insists that one's life of love and justice towards one's 
fellows shall begin spontaneously with oneself, and not 
after others have made the approaches. You must take 
the initiative yourself without any thought of how your 
action will be received, and you must live in this spirit 
continually. You mu«t be kind toward the unthankful 
and the unjust. You must cause your sun to rise on the 
evil as on the good, and the rain of your outgoing good- 
ness to fall on all men of all classes and conditions, as 
God does. If you love them only who love you, you 
may be a good Pharisee or a good anything-else that is 
dry and barren, but not a son of the Golden Rule. 

One might well spend many hours, if there were time, 
in suggesting how the Golden Rule should be applied in 
the life of individuals, and what transformation in all 
human affairs would be brought about by its universal 
observance. It is generally believed that it ought to be 
observed by individuals in all their ordinary social rela- 
tions, and that its high aim is not impossible of attain- 
ment. All men are particularly anxious that other 
people should keep it, though, of course, no one expects 
to observe it perfectly himself. A little leeway must be 
kept open for personal improvement ! 

Bad, however, as the world still is, as we all are, 
making plenty of occasion for sarcasm and irony when 
we talk about this golden maxim, I am convinced that in 
social life at the opening of this twentieth century, here 
and there in considerable sections of it, there is, in one 
form or another, much of real Golden Rule living. 
People are still a bit awkward about it, so novel is the 
experience, but the genuine article is found in many 
places. This is the supreme attainment of our civiliza- 
tion, that men and women in considerable numbers now 
actually inhabit our planet whose lives are given to the 
service of others, who do as they would be done by. It 
is the most encouraging sign of the times that such 
numbers of people are talking Golden Rule and insisting 
on Golden Rule conduct, — outside of church, I mean, in 
the storm and stre-s of daily life. In church of course 
everybody bows down to the Golden Rule, though many 
are careful to have the Golden Calf at hand, just outside 
the door, waiting for the after-service. 

So much Golden Rule talk means much in the heart, 
for "out of the abundance of the heart the mouth speak- 



eth." It indicates that there is a great Golden Rule 
revolution just before us in the social life of men, in the 
family, the church, the community; shall I say in business 
and in politics ? Yes, in business and in politics also, for 
it will show itself there as soon, or nearly as soon, as any- 
where else. 

It is high time for all good men and women to begin 
to talk seriously about the Golden Rule in international 
affairs. These affairs have for various reasons become 
so conspicuous and potent in these days that they domin- 
ate nearly everything. Their influence for good or ill is 
felt everywhere, in religious and social circles, in business, 
at our very breakfast tables. The scale on which they 
are carried on is now so colossal that unless they can be 
thoroughly moralized and purified, the hope for the re- 
demption of the world is not very great. 

It has been and still is complacently assumed by many, 
one would not exaggerate much in saying by most people, 
that international affairs are a natural and hopeless an- 
archy, where every government may play the devil as 
much as it pleases ; that it is impossible for a nation to 
live and prosper without ignoring and openly violating 
nearly every principle of the Golden Rule. Ambition, 
self-aggrandizement, outwitting other countries, belittling 
them, getting from them as much as possible with little 
or no return, exacting of them reparation for every least 
offence or wrong received, beating them in brutal com- 
bat, singing Te Deurns over their defeat and humiliation, 
taking their country by conquest, reducing them to polit- 
ical slavery, annihilating their independence, — this has 
been considered the mission, the duty, the glory of 
nations. Something of this conception still remains, so 
much of it, in fact, that it is difficult for any nation to 
escape its deadly fascination. Men are living whose 
actions indicate that they do not know that we have got 
beyond the days of Tamburlaine, who look upon the idea 
of love and good- will toward other nations as silly and 
contemptible nonsense, men to whom nothing but power 
and crushing force have any ultimate greatness and 
majesty. 

But the growing spirit of our time repudiates all this. 
It demands something else, and will have something else. 
A nation is coming to be looked upon as only a larger 
social unit, subject to all the laws of conduct which 
govern men in their common social relations. A con- 
sciousness of universal humanity has appeared, and with 
it a corresponding conscience. The ordinary notions of 
national conduct are being everywhere challenged. It is 
openly urged by many teachers of public morality that 
the Golden Rule, which is the highest law, the only com- 
prehensive law for individuals, is likewise the supreme 
law for nations, and that those governments which will 
not consent to observe it are guilty of great sin and con- 
spicuously dishonorable. More than this, there are now 
men and women in considerable numbers in many coun- 
tries who steadily feel and act toward other lands as the 
Golden Rule dictates, and who take cheerfully any 
obloquy resulting therefrom. 

This conception of national conduct is absolutely cer- 
tain to prevail. It must be talked and written into the 
consciousness and the conscience of the world. Here 
lies our first international duty. We ought to promote 
international travel, international trade, religious, scien- 
tific, and literary fellowship between nations. But most 
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of all, the peoples of the earth must be taught that it is 
their duty to feel and act toward one another as brethren 
and friends, and not as haters, thieves, robbers and cut- 
throats. 

To say that the Golden Rule is inapplicable to nations 
is to reach the limit of moral absurdity, and to charge 
God with supreme folly. Ruskin once wrote : " I have 
met men who boldly said, ' There is no God,' but never 
till I began to move among English Christians did I ever 
conceive that men lived who with unblushing effrontery 
could say, 'There is a God, but he is a foolish God. He 
has put us under laws that are unworkable.'" God's 
Golden Rule is man's Golden Rule, wrought out, not in 
some far-away heaven, but right in the structure of his 
individualistic and social nature ; and it is just as work- 
able between nations as between individuals, as any two 
nations would speedily find out which had the good 
sense and courage to put it to the test. Emerson once 
said that love as the basis of a state had never been tried, 
and that it was folly to say before the experiment had 
been made that it would not work. The Golden Rule 
has never been tried between nations except in tidbits 
possibly. We must insist that it have a full and fair 
trial ; and until that time the sceptical croakers have no 
right to croak. 

Nations have the same sense of what is just towards 
themselves as individuals have. No nation believes it 
right for another to make war upon it, to blockade its 
ports, to invade its territories, to kill off its young men, 
to break up its homes, to paralyze its industries, to reduce 
it to vassalage, to slice off its territory, or to extinguish 
its independence by force. No nation in our day be- 
lieves it right for another to exclude its upright citizens 
of whatever class, to make their entrance into its borders 
and their residence there hard and annoying, or to inter- 
fere with its trade by exacting and crippling tariffs. No 
nation believes it right for another stronger than itself to 
lay upon it any demands, however small, which are dic- 
tated simply by superior might. What nation is there 
whose people believe it right for those of another to 
malign or ridicule them, to misrepresent their motives, to 
depreciate their manners and customs, and, in general, to 
belittle them? How sensitive nations are in all these 
respects to what justice demands toward themselves. 
The most elementary sense of fairness ought to lead 
them to do in all these matters as they would be done 
by, and any nation which does not do so is condemned, 
not by others, but by its own standards of right. If the 
nations half lived up to their light in this direction, there 
would not be half an hour's fighting among them in a 
century. 

Going up to the higher plane, we find a similar state 
of affairs. Every nation desires to be appreciated and 
honored by others, to have its people courteously and 
kindly treated when abroad, to have its institutions 
and customs respected and honored, to have patience 
and charity shown towards its weaknesses and imperfec- 
tions, and to have even its sins and wrongs treated in a 
merciful and forgiving spirit. In other words, all nations 
desire to be loved, spontaneously loved, by others, as 
truly and strongly as individuals ever do, and there is no 
more vanity in the national desire for appreciation than 
in the individual. 

Here, then, we reach the high obligation of love be- 



tween nation and nation. It lies in their very nature 
and relations to one another, and is not something that 
comes by imposition from without. A demand for re- 
spect and esteem imposes immediate obligation to give 
them to those from whom they are asked. There is no 
escape from this obligation without self-stultification and 
self-dishonor, of which nations and peoples have been all 
too guilty. " Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself " 
signifies, when translated into international speech, 
Thou shalt love the neighboring nation — every nation, 
that is, according to the interpretation of the Great 
Teacher — as thou lovest thy own, thou, the government, 
thou, the citizen. Thou shalt seek its good, its pros- 
perity, its honor; thou shalt respect its liberties, its 
rights, its individuality ; thou shalt promote its progress 
in knowledge, in industry, in commerce, in happiness, in 
spiritual life ; thou shalt be merciful towards its sins and 
forgiving towards its trespasses. 

In attempting to get a right conception of the true 
friendship which should exist between the peoples and 
nations of the earth, one must beware of taking too much 
stock in that governmental chumminess whose aim is 
chiefly mutual support in carrying out schemes of greed 
and aggression. At the bottom of this always lurks more 
or less dislike of other peoples, and usually sinister de- 
signs against them. There is nothing whatever of the. 
Golden Rule in triple or dual alliances of the ordinary 
type, nor in those effusive promises of support in possible, 
mysteriously hinted-at conflicts by which one govern- 
ment tries to secure a powerful friend in another, to aid 
it in some meanness which it is accomplishing. The 
Golden Rule knows no race or hemisphere. One must 
beware also of taking for the genuine article of which 
we are talking that sentimental frothing which so often 
takes place at diplomatic banquets and international 
dinners where everlasting friendship is pledged between 
the countries whose high dignitaries are swallowing 
viands and drinking champagne side by side, all of which 
loud-mouthed pledges are forgotten before the stars set. 
To call this international love and friendship is to show 
an utter lack of wits. 

The observation of the two duties of international 
justice and international love in even a modest measure 
would put an end forever to war, which is totally irre- 
concilable with the demands of either. War is the 
negation of both love and justice. It is the apotheosis 
of selfishness, hate and brute force. But it would do 
more than put an end to war. It would bring the nations 
into mutual confidence and trust, into intelligent and 
sympathetic cooperation for the promotion of the real 
interests of each and all. This is the positive and nobler 
side of peace, which so many of its opponents fail to 
grasp. They take it for a mere negative thing, equiva- 
lent to social idleness and stagnation. Toward this noble 
state of international cooperation in all high endeavor 
the abolition of war is only an important step. Toward 
its attainment is demanded just as imperatively the abo- 
lition of a number of other international wickednesses, 
with which war is so closely allied and out of which it 
inevitably springs. The axe must be laid at the root of 
the whole tree. 

Who shall begin the application of the Golden Rule to 
international affairs? What nation? I said that the 
Golden Rule requires one to take the initiative oneself in 
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putting it into practice, without waiting to see what 
others will do. Theoretically, all the nations ought to 
begin together, at once. As Americans we ought to 
insist, so far as our influence extends, that our own great 
republic, at the roots of whose life lie the principles of 
justice and brotherhood, begin at once to live out the 
Golden Rule toward other nations in a much higher and 
wider sense than it has yet done, and that it abandon 
forthwith every ambition and every policy inconsistent 
with this supreme law of life. If the nation refuse to do 
this, we must do it ourselves as individuals at every point 
where our lives touch the larger life of the world. The 
men and women who are here to-night are powerful 
enough, few as they are, to work a very great transforma- 
tion in the thought and conduct of the nation in this 
respect within a comparatively brief time, if in thought, 
speech and conduct they were perpetually true, in the 
circles in which they move, to the Golden Rule ideals 
and laws of life. 

Many people shudder at the thought of trusting the 
life and destinies of the nation to the protection of the 
simple moral defences of a course of conduct strictly in 
harmony with the principles of the maxim which we are 
considering. They frighten themselves with the fancy 
that a nation that was always just and loving, 'that lived 
for other nations in the spirit of self-sacrifice, that there- 
fore discarded and refused to employ in its defence the 
weapons whose use always means death and desolation 
to others, would immediately be pounced upon by others 
and destroyed. As for myself, so profound is my faith 
in the conquering and preserving power of such life and 
conduct, that I would not hesitate an instant to stake the 
existence, the prosperity and the honor of the nation upon 
it. Indeed, I do not believe that any nation will ever 
be entirely secure in either its existence or its prosperity 
until it abandons reliance on all other defences, and trusts 
itself completely and in good faith to a life of justice and 
self-sacrificing love. It is selfish ambition and its hand- 
maid, brute force, which have been the cause of the 
downfall of every nation which has perished in the past. 
Might has proved itself unworthy of confidence a thousand 
times over, even in the defence of righteous causes. It 
is proving itself so again in these days when heaven and 
earth are ransacked to find means to make the strong 
arm stronger. In the simple name of reason and good 
sense, it is time to abandon the shield and sword and to 
trust to the loving heart and the helpful hand. 

If I believed, as I do not, that the adoption of the 
Golden Rule as the law of its life and conduct would 
leave the nation to be preyed upon and destroyed, I 
should still not hesitate to advise its adoption. If the 
nation died thus, it would bless the world infinitely more 
by its death than it could possibly do by a life, however 
long, filled with selfish ambition and disregard of others. 
I should not be in the least ashamed to be a citizen of a 
nation which gave its life in this lofty and disinterested 
way. On the contrary, I should be ashamed of any 
country of which I was a citizen which tried to save its 
life and exalt its honor by crushing the life and liberties 
of any people, or in any way doing them harm. Men have 
given their lives for holy causes and been honored for- 
evermore. Why should not a nation do so, if the path- 
way of duty led to the cross ? The author of the Golden 
Rule gave up his life in the effort to set up the kingdom 



of heaven among men and to save the world. Why 
should it be thought a thing dishonorable and unworthy 
for a nation to sacrifice itself to promote that kingdom 
and to assist in completing the redemption of the race ? 
Is it glorious for men to die in self-sacrifice for others, 
and ignoble for a nation ? No ! There is one supreme 
law of love and self-sacrifice for both, leading always to 
life and honor, though sometimes by way of suffering 
and death. 



Uncle Sam's New Army. 

BY REV. JAMES H. MACLAEEN. 

I have just read an article from the pen of one of our 
leading clergymen in which he advocates the sending of 
criminal, consumptive, insane and all manner of defec- 
tive classes, instead of our healthy and noblest young 
men, to war. Will you permit a humble son of the corn 
plains to add a few suggestions by way of re-enforce- 
ment of this grand idea? The line of argument pursued 
by the gentleman referred to, is as follows : 

Since war has come to stay, and since we have this 
gigantic man-eating cannibal on hand, and must keep 
him on exhibition, and because he must be fed on human 
flesh, as nothing else will please him, therefore the only 
practical question which concerns us, in this age of high 
economic attainment, is in regard to the kind of meat 
which Uncle Sam should employ the butchers to dress 
for his monstrous appetite. The fact has dawned, the 
discovery has been made, that all the while we have been 
feeding this ravenous beast on tenderloin and tid-bits, 
when we might have kept him gnawing bones and feast- 
ing on the carcasses of diseased human animals — those 
far gone in murrain, horn distemper, tuberculosis, and 
all mental and moral maladies as well. 

Let me make this point perfectly clear by citing 
another equally appalling mistake, which this clergyman 
seems to have overlooked. For a half century or more 
we have been sending as missionaries to the cannibals, 
our finest specimens of young manhood and womanhood. 
Many of these have been roasted and served up at 
savage banquets, many more have been sacrificed in other 
ways. Of course, cannibals have been converted. But 
now from a practical, common-sense, economic stand- 
point, behold our foolish mistake, — our short sighted- 
ness. Truly we have been standing in our own light, 
and we knew it not. Supposing, for instance, we had 
sent our defective, dependent, and injurious classes to 
those cannibal islands, then would we have accomplished 
a double purpose, viz. : converting the heathen, and, at 
the same time, getting rid of those injurious classes. 

It cannot be that, in a world established upon the 
principle of economy, the barbarous cannibal nature of 
these people is for no real practical, economic purpose 
that would be of immense benefit to society, if only we 
knew it. May not this be the real purpose for which the 
Creator intended them — to eat up the undesirable classes, 
just as war is said to be ? Why not eat men as well as 
other animals, especially when men are willing to be 
eaten? What's the difference, anyway? Animals have 
no say in the matter. We force them to be killed and 
eaten, probably against their will ; this is cruel. Like- 
wise, here is a mission and a glorious mission, for this 



